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matter jurisdiction pursuant to Disciplinary Counsel v. Elder (325 Conn. 378)
to adjudicate grievance against plaintiff that was filed beyond six year limitation
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borrower’s note accrued when borrower defaulted on note payments and was
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summary judgment; claim that genuine issue of material fact existed as to
whether defendant knew of availability of insurance coverage at time he hired
private counsel; claim that defendant did not provide full and fair statement of
all facts within his knowledge to counsel when relying on advice of counsel;
claim that attorney failed to perform adequate investigation before filing special
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area of law.

S. A. v. D. G. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 170
Application for civil protection order pursuant to statute (§ 46b-16a); claim that

trial court abused its discretion by excluding evidence of certain audio and
videotape recordings at hearing on application for protection order; claim that
trial court improperly issued protection order despite fact that defendant was
not arrested for violating any of statutory provisions set forth in statute (§ 54-
1k) governing criminal protective orders; claim that trial court improperly issued
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constitutional claim; whether record was adequate for review of unpreserved
claim.
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counsel pursuant to statute (§ 45a-650); whether trial court properly rendered
summary judgment for defendants; whether genuine issues of material fact
existed as to claims of conversion, unjust enrichment and intentional interference
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litigation privilege; whether trial court properly granted defendant’s motion to
dismiss and determined that defendant attorney was protected by absolute immu-
nity from plaintiff’s action for theft pursuant to statute (§ 52-564); claim that
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liability for statutory theft where some of defendant’s alleged criminal conduct
was perpetrated outside scope of judicial proceedings.
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Breach of lease; attorney trial referee; attorney’s fees; claim that trial court erred

when it failed to include in its judgment for plaintiff amount for unpaid real
estate taxes because it improperly accepted attorney trial referee’s finding that
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erly determined that defendant forfeited right to self-representation on basis of
lack of competence; whether trial court abused its discretion in concluding that
defendant had mental illness or mental incapacity.
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defendant’s theory of self-defense; credibility of witnesses.
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Assault in first degree; motion for judgment of acquittal; claim that evidence pre-
sented at trial was insufficient to establish that defendant intended to cause
serious physical injury to victim; claim that trial court committed plain error
by failing to provide defense of others instruction, sua sponte, to jury.
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Petition to extend psychiatric commitment of acquittee to jurisdiction of Psychiatric

Security Review Board; claim that trial court’s findings that, at time of state’s
petition, acquittee was mentally ill and dangerous to himself or others were
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extend acquittee’s commitment.
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Murder; robbery in first degree; carrying pistol without permit; whether trial court

improperly admitted uncharged misconduct evidence; unpreserved claims on
appeal; plain error doctrine; whether alleged prosecutorial impropriety deprived
defendant of his due process right to fair trial; claim that defendant was deprived
of his right to due process because materially favorable evidence was withheld.

State v. Jackson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 489
Violation of probation; claim that evidence was insufficient to support finding that

defendant violated his probation; claim that there was insufficient evidence to
prove defendant had constructive possession of narcotics that formed basis for
his arrest; claim that two instances in which defendant failed to report to Office
of Adult Probation were de minimis and insufficient to support finding of viola-
tion of probation; reviewability of claim that trial court erred in admitting
hearsay testimony during probation revocation hearing; whether trial court
abused its discretion in admitting hearsay statements; whether trial court abused
its discretion in imposing sentence of six years of incarceration.
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Assault in first degree; claim that state presented insufficient evidence to disprove
defendant’s theory of self-defense; credibility of witnesses; whether jury reason-
ably could have concluded that defendant was initial aggressor and that he had
ability to safely retreat; whether defendant waived claim that trial court improp-
erly charged jury on self-defense.
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was denied due process right to fair trial as result of prosecutorial improprieties;
claim that prosecutor used excessive leading questions during direct examination
of victim; reviewability of claim that prosecutor improperly refreshed witness’
recollection by showing witness document that was different from document he
purported to show witness; claim that prosecutor improperly commented during
closing argument about victim’s inconsistent statements as to cause of her injur-
ies; whether trial court abused its discretion by admitting into evidence
recordings of defendant’s phone calls to incarcerated girlfriend; claim that trial
court improperly prevented defendant from exploring state’s ability to authenti-
cate his voice on recordings; claim that trial court abused its discretion by
instructing jury on consciousness of guilt.
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that plaintiff lacked associational standing; whether plaintiff established that
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whether state failed to prove that defendant caused victim serious physical injury,
and, thus, that evidence was insufficient to support conviction of assault in first
degree; whether evidence was insufficient to support conviction of risk of injury
to child, where defendant was charged under portion of risk of injury statute
(§ 53-21 (a) (1)) that required that he have general intent to perform act that
created situation that put children’s health and morals at risk of impairment;
whether evidence was sufficient to support conviction of unlawful restraint in
first degree; claim that defendant’s intent to unlawfully restrain victim was not
independent from defendant’s intent to assault victim.

State v. Robert H. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 276
Risk of injury to child; corpus delicti or corroboration rule; claim that evidence was

insufficient to support guilty verdict on second charge of risk of injury because
common-law corpus delicti rule prevented defendant from being convicted solely
on basis of his uncorroborated confession that more than one such incident
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Employment discrimination; claim that trial court erred in rendering summary

judgment for defendants; whether trial court improperly concluded that plaintiff
failed to establish prima facie case of discrimination as there was genuine
issue of material fact as to whether termination of plaintiff’s employment was
pretextual and as to whether, at time plaintiff’s employment was terminated,
plaintiff was qualified to perform essential functions of job, following reasonable
accommodation of leave of absence; whether trial court improperly rendered
summary judgment on plaintiff’s reasonable accommodation claims as there
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functions of job with accommodation of leave of absence to have and recover
from surgery.
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judgment for plaintiff on breach of contract claim; whether trial court’s findings
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